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According to promise, we present the readers of Une in-| 
quirer with the tullowing article from the Religious Iniet- 


} 


licencer, Which we recommend to their caretul and candid 
perusal, 
“PPFRETS OF UNIVEREALISM. 

The sins of intemperance and of piofane swearing, 
wich are edi tuo commonly practised Minne 7 parts of our 
country, ate indisputably to be classed with the most 
shameful, and destructive vices. 

The errors of Socimanism, Universal Salvation, or res- 


toration; which are now uniting under the softer name of 


Unitarianism, are amoung the most deluding and soul- 
destrovitg doctrines. 

The connexion between those shameful dnd ruinous 
vices, and those dapgerous abd destructive errors in doc- 
trine, deserve mach greater attention than is generally 
bestowed upon tt. When men begin to mdulge them- 
selves in the nbove named vices, their cousciences alarm 
them, and the salutary reproofs of their friends, frequent- 
ty occasion some uneasiness of mind; ond it is watural for 
them to seek some solace for toe mind, and some shelter 
from the attacks of their friends. Nothing meets these 
objects so happily as the dectrine of universel salvation: 
berause this frees them from a!l apprehension of danger, 
retorts the folly in the face of the reprover, and casts the 
odium upon the ignorance or superstition of their friends. 
Thus it is seen that-the indulgence of sin draws them cer- 
toinly into the vortex of deluston and etror. [t Is obser- 
vable that waen mer, of decently moral habits, through 
carelessness, mattention, or design, fall into the above er- 
rors in doctrines, that they soon neglect religious tstruc- 
'Y aad insensibiveslive into 
iniemperance and profanity, and often terminate thei ca- 
reer in ruin and despair. 

‘These facts ate so notorious, that where a poor intem- 
perate profane creature is seen wallow:ng in his pollution, 
{hat it is frequently asked: Is he nol a wniversalist 2? so on 
the other hand, if itis observed that such a man has be- 
come a Universalist; it is inquired has he not ‘become a 
dru.kard too?) Orst it be remarked that Universalism 1s 
increasing in such atown or neighborhood, the inquiry 


tien, profare the Sabbath, hast: 


will be, (To usea cant phrase) Are there net a plenty of 


witiskey-mills there 2 Ant so itis, that intemperance and 
universalism are with few exceptions, eventually ident:fi- 
ed. [hope that the publicity which is hereby given to 
the following, as a fact which may be resied on, as having 
taken place a short time past, may be blessed for reproof 
and for instruction in righteousness. 

Ina certain village there are a number of men, who em- 
brace the-cdocirine of Universal safety or restoration. Ma- 
ny of them are men of intemperate habits, who frequent- 
ly, if not constantly, meet. on the Sabbath, and mdulge 
their festivity and raillery. Whether the errors in doe- 
trine first led them into this degeneracy of manners and 





with his bottle, he wat heard to swear that he would now 
enjoy it, that he would enjoy it alone, that he would not be 
thwarted by his companious. He was afterwards seen go- 
ing towards aneighboring wood: but little not ce was taken 
of his conduct, it was so common. Nothing farther transpir- 
ed till the Sabbath, whea his companions veing together at 
the idvern. ig te Pridst of their chesipat oa, oi. of them in- 
quired what had become ot . No one recollected to 
have seen him for several days: or after the transaction of 
Thursday. ‘This e#e:ted some elarm,—a general! search was 
made, but ia vain. At length some tittle boys recoilected to 
haveseen himen Thursday evening going toward an okt 
house which had been sometime vacated. ‘They ran. & upon 
opening the door, beheld hin an awful and cetestabie oh- 
ject. They communicated the mtelligence. Ue had jain 
near three days. The weather was very hot. He had 
become so disgusting aud loathsome, that his companions 
themsclves were gomg to abandon every eflort to bury. 
the body, but it bemg determined 
they did not, which would endanger some other property, 
| they nailed up a coarse box, and with piteliforks aud shoy- 
els or similar instruments, to the no small exposure of their 
health and lives, at length sueeeeded in rolling him inio the 
bex, aad with the assistance of a horse or oxen, dragged 
it to the pit. An individual passing near the house on 
‘Thurscay even'ng, Feeollected to have heard such awfully 
;profane cursing and swearing,as upon deliberation, pre- 
vented him from going In—or from making any inquiry 
mte the cause of it. Thus ended the drunkard end the 
Universalist. “© The gwicked is driven away in his wick- 
edness.” It had beenfoped that this event would have 
produced a salutary effect, but when the Ethiopian can 
change #8 eh. cod the. leoprrddiiaespote then ie who is 
vecustomed to do evil may learn te do well. 
May God graut that they who read may be mended. 
M. 58.” 








On presenting our readers with the ahove article, we 
feel it our duty tomake a few remarks on this extraordin- 
ary production. We are fully persuaded that all, who 
have tasted of the good word of the grace of God, who 
have experienced ihe religion of Jesus, who have felt the 
influence of that love in the heart, which produces Jong 
suffering aud forbearance, makes us lriud and compassion- 
ate one to another, and brings into exercise that charity 
which thinketh no evil, or who possess a liberal and gen- 
erous feeling, let thein be of what denomination they will, 
will unite incondemning this unparalled slander upon a 
whole body of christians. Although we have often seen 
scurrilous pieces, designed to excite prejudices azainst the 
doctrine of Universalism, which did not exhibit inuch good- 
ness of heart, or regard for truth oa the part of the wri- 
ter ; yet we have never seen a publication more vile, and 
deserving of public contempt and execration, than the one 
before us. And we cannot help expressing our surprise, that 





. . » . . ina place so renowued te its iety , owe > 
looseness of habits, or the corruptness of habits, into the; '™# pla o renowued for its piety as New-Haven, the 


errors of doctrine, is immaterial to the present account. 


' 


iseat of literature, the fount of science, of morals, and, as 


; : eo shou ye, those principles ich consti > ven. 
Oue of them however, who had strangely combined these | ¥ should hope, those principles which constitute the gen 


together, ia consequence of his numerous and cifensive 
vices had forsaken his family, and in despite of the efforts 
of a benevolent and virtuous companion, had sunk into 
poverty and the lowest degradation wandering frequently 
without home or susteaance unless supplied by the hand 
of pity. Ttappears however that by some exertion he had 
obtained a gallon of whiskey; on the day os he was passing 


;tleman as well as the christian, such an article should have 
! been pepmitted to issue froma press, under the influence 
anc control of men of learning and science —It has been 
said by a poet, that 
Vick, is a monster of such hideous mien 
That to be hated, needs but to be seen. 
And such, we believe, isthe Cefirmity of this article in 
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the Intelligencer. that every generous and liberal niiaied 
man will, on reading, condemn it as the production of a 
dlinded bigot or aninfuriate maniac, who had no regard 
for that respect due to his fellow men, which even common 
courtesy demands. As some may estecm the article a high- 
ly finished piece, exlnbiting the anxiety of a pious soul for 
the salvation of those poor Jeluded beings, who have been 
led away by the demoralizing doctrine of Universalism ; 
and who is desirous of stating facts however painful that 
he may deliver some profane and intemperaie men from 
the fatal effects of that pernicious doctrme ; we consider 
it necessary for the edification of those persons to investi- 
gate the statements of Mr. M.S 


In his third paragraph we find as is usual in orthodox 
writings, a complete contradiction, After stating that there 
is an immediate connexion between shameful and rujuous 
vices, that is, profanity and intemperance, and those dan- 
gerous an 1d desirus ty e errors in doctrine, that is Universal- 
ism. M.S. states first. “When men begin to indulge them- 
selves in the ahove mentioned vices (viz. profanity and 
drunkenness) their consetences alarm them and the salu- 
tary reproof of their friends, frequently occasion some un- 
easiness of mind; and it is natura! fur them to 
solace for the mind; and some shelter from the 
their friends. Nothing meets these objects so 
the doctrine of Universal Salvation ; because this frees 
them from all a; pprehensiou of danger, &c.” From this 
declaration of M. S. it would appear that the reason whv 
men become Universalists, is, extreme wickedness. ‘They 
become alarmed by the convicting power of their own 
eousciences and the reproof of tieir friends. [n this state 
of alarm—alarm for what? their own safety, they consid- 
er themselves in danger—of what? endless misery, the 
wrath of God &e. and seek some solace jor the mind.” Tol i 
obtain this “solace,” they embrace Universalism. If M.S. 
is correct in his statement, it must appear self evident to 
every reflecting mind, that if men had not run into those 
vices, they would not have become Universalists. Drunk- 
enness then cannot be considered the effects of Universal- 
ism, althorgh the article is designed to exhibit this vice as 
the “Effects of Universatism”—they will have to seek for 
some other cause which produces intemperance. But 
what does he say next, “it is observable that when men, 
of deernt moral habits, throug): carelessness, inattention, 
or design, fall into the above errors in loc trines, that they 
2000 neglect religious instruction, prefane the Sabbath, 
hastily and insensib ly slide into intemperane e and profanity, 
and often terminate their career in ruiv and despair.” We 
now learn that the reason Why men are p wofane and in- 
temperate, is, because they are Universalists. {f then, 
men are vicous because they are Universalists, and this is 
the true CAUSE, can it, at the same time, be demonstrated 
that the cause, which leads men into Universalism. is their 
previous wickedness. ‘The writer it is true, says, that vice 

and erroneous doctrine are so nearly connec ted, that one 
almost invariably produces the other ; this indeed may be 
true, but it will easily be discovered, that Hoan alarmed 
conscience, produced by abominable vices, is the cause 
which drives men into the belief of erroneous doctrines, 
if this alarm does not exist, men will not be Universaliste, 
What then induces these “decen! moral” men to embrace 
this pernicious doctrine ? Answer, they fall into it through 
“carelessness. Inattention, or design.” This writer must be 
well acquainied with the doctrine of Universal Salvation, 
to suppose that a man, through carelessness and inattention, 
should embrace the sentiment. If M.S. isa man of com- 
mon discernment. who understands any thing of human 
nature, he must be sensible that Universalism is not the 
doctrine which men would ‘be likely to fall intogthrougch 
carelessness or inattention. Itis well known that it has 
heen the common practice in New- England, since the v ery 
first establishment of schools, to teach children the West- 

minster Catechism the moment they could read, and often 
before ; 26 that our youth grow up with all the Cals insti 
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ciniioianie leaiiel in that Catechism rivetted upon their 
nunds, and a predisposition to embrace tnat doctrine. A 
man, then, may embrace Calvinism through carelessness or 
inattention, but not Cniversalism, for that isa system so di- 
reetly contrary to all these opmions imbibed in early youth, 
that the mind ‘naturally rejects the doctrine ; and it is not 
until after he has examined the sentiments previously re- 
ceived, and compared the doctrine of universal beneve- 
lence with the scriptures, that he is disposed to receive it, 
It appears that some men of “decent moral habits” embrace 
the doctrine by design. All, who are in reality Universal- 
ists, embrace it by design. If men, who have not run inte 
vice, embrace the doctrme, then, it is net altogether the 
etlects of an alarmed conscience. But admitting that it 

yas, let us for a moment notice a common objection brought 
agaiust this doctrine ; “it will do to live by, but net to die 
by”—that is, on the bed of desth, conscience produces au 
alarm on account of the vices of life, and men renounce 
the pleasing doctrine of Universalism and embrace Cal- 
Vinism as the only doctrine, that will give peace and com- 
fort to thesoul. There is something remarkable in this; 
couscience sounding an alarm, drives men tato Universal- 
ism, and conscience, sounding an alarm, drives men into 
Calvinism; doctrines as opposite as the poles. Thus the 
same cause produces effects entirely different. At one 
time the doctrine of universal benevolence calms the con- 
science and furnishes a retreat from the arrows ef convie- 
tion ; and at another time nothing can solace the mind, 
and give it peace inthe hour of dissolatiou and death but 
the heart cheering doctrine of endless misery. ‘Thus an 
alarmed eonscience, drives men into Universalism, and the 
same alarmed conscience drives them out of it. 


in the next paravraph the writer, in the fulness of chare 

y and christian feeling, charges the whole body of Uni- 
versalists with being drunkards, as though noue others ev- 
er were intoxicated. [lence he says,“when a poor intem- 
perate creature is scen wallowing in his pollution, it is fre- 
quently asked : Is he not a Universalist? so on the other 
hand. if it is observed that such aman has become a Uni- 
versalist; it is quired has he not become a drunkard loo” 
but why are these questions asked? because the FACTS 
ARE so NoTORIOCS, that if aman is a drunkard, he ‘is a 
Universalist also; andif he tsa Universalist, he is conge- 
quenily a drunkard and profane swearer. We cannof 
help feeling surprised, that a man, having the least regard 
jor his own character, should risk his reputation, for truth 
and veracity, oo such dectarations, which are without the 
least foundation or shadow of truth. As M.S’s character 
as an honest and upright man is now at stake, let us with 
all possible candour aud with those feelings of christian 
love whieh forbid us even to wound an enemy uf it can be 
avoided, examine the statement before us. We inquire, 
then, what are the racrs which are so NoTORIOUS? An- 
swer, that every drunkard is a Universalist, and every Uni- 
versalist a profane drunkard. Now we appeal to the 
candour of the public, we call upon every man, who loves 
the truth, to say whether (is is the fuct. Are they not 


,} aequainted with some Universalists who are not drunkards. 


We are not disposed to say that every Universalist is pos- 
sessed of immaculate purity, they are men possessed of 
like passions and frailties with others ; but we are willing 
that they should be brought in competition with men ot 
other denominations, for horesty, uprightness of character, 
benevolence of heart, kindness of disposition, temperance 
of habit, and due regard and reverence for their God, We 
claim for them an equal rank in point of character with 
others, and this is their indisputable right wutil it is proved 
by “notorious facis” Usat it is not the ee are wil- 
ling to leave it with the public to decide, fully persuaded 
that their verdict will be in favor of Universalists. 

There is one thing, however, we beg leave to eee 
against, which is, the ungenerous conduct of the different 
lenominations, of calling all persons, of w! hatever deserip- 
(ion or character, who are not members of their church 
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or society, Universalists. These persons are no more 
Universalists, than they are Presbyterians or Baptists, and 
we are fully persuaded, that if we were to call them either 
Presbyterians or Baptists, and thus measure the moral 
character of either denomination by the conduct of such 
people, they would feel themselves highly injured, and 
they would justly condemn those, who should do so. Why 
then do they treat others in this manner? We have no 
disposition to recriminate, but in justice to universalists it 
is necessary to say, that with respect to habits of imtoxica- 
tion, we should be able to place an equivalent in number 
from other denominations to meet the list they could pro- 
duce of Universalists, not even exeluding high dignitaries 
in the Calvinistic Church, whose belief of eternal damna- 
tion has not kept them inthe path of temperance. It is 
an old saying, that they, who live in glass houses, ought 
not to throw stones. We leave M.S. with this hint. One 
word however on “wiikey mills.” Suppose that it neces- 
sarily follows that wherever, there is a “whiskey mill” 
ihere must be Universalists, are we to understand that the 
mill or distillery was set up in consequence of Universalists 
living iu the neighbor!iood, or did these distilleries encour- 
age and increase habits of intoxication which led to Uni- 
versalism ? Are the owners of distilleries all Universalists ? 
No, by uo means. Ti has been the case, and perhaps now 
is, that even Presbyterian clergymen have been the owners 
of distilleries, and it is probably the case that there are as 
many of those “whiskey wills” owned by the orthodox as 
any other setof men. It is immaterial whether the owner 
of the mill took advantage of the existence of Universal- 
ism to set it up in order to make money by the vices of 
his fellow men, or whether mereasing the vice of imtem- 
perance, by bringing the banetul Liquor to the very door of 
his fellow-citizens he tlius exposes them to eternal darana- 
tion, by the belief of erroneous doctrines, the effects of 
drunkenness and profanity, the charge of wickedness—yea 


the worst species of vice is justly chargeable to the owner |' 


of the whiskey mill, who ought if he is a Calvinist, to be 
held up to the merited contempt of all honest, upright, and 
religious men who regard the happiness of society here, and 
the felicity of their fellow beings hereatter, if it be true as 


M. S. has stated, that intemperance, leads to the belief of 


errors in doctrine whieh termiuates in endless woe. 

It may be well to Inquire, by whom are these questions 
asked, which zre mentioned by M. 8. ? by men blinded by 
prejudice and bigotry, by men decetved, by the cunning 
eraitiness of those who go about the country misrepresen- 
ting the doctrine of Unive 
proie ssors, ana byt 
doctrine. sup 





realism and the eharacter of its 
hose who are entirely ignorant ef the 
posing one of these Ignerant and deceived 


people should find the famous R. Judson, Esq. in 4 state of 


Intoxication “wallowmg in his peliution” witha bundle oi 
his pamphlets laying by his side, containing a complete ref- 
utation of the demoralizing doctrine of Universalisin high- 
ly recommended by tem jearned and pious clergymen and 
others ; and should ask the question «s Ae not a Universal- 
ist 2 what must be his surprise to find, that so far from be- 
ing a Universalist, he is the orthodox champion, who has 
undertaken to put down that demoralizing doctrine whieh 
leads to profanity aud drunkenness, and in whieli he is up- 
held and supported by Reverend Clergymen, some of 
whoin at least, knew his character as well betore they rec- 
ommended his work as theydo now. Would Calvinists 
be willing, when a man, professing to believe their senti- 
ment, is found intoxicated, that we should ask the ques- 
tion, whe not a Caivinisi ? and give the answer, yes? No 
they would not. Why then mensure to others, what they 
would not be willing to receive themselves ? ; 


In relation to the story of the death of the drunkard and 
Universalist, it is so improbable, and what is stated as 
fact, isso inconsistent with general practice, that we can- 
not for a moment believe it. In the first instance, whenev- 
er a person ts found dead, the body is not allowed to be 


semeoved until a coroners ingnest Las heen held, the cause 





t 





of the death ascertained, and a verdict provounced by the 
coroners regularly appointed by the laws of our country. 
No inquest was held on the body of this man. He is found - 
im an old house in a horrid state of putreiaction, His for- 
mer companions are about to flee, but are stopped by oth- 
ers, who threaten to burn the house and expose other 
property to destruction unless they bury the body. It may 
be asked by what authority did these persons assume the 
power to compel these mento bury that putrid body: 
Why was it their business more than others. Did the 
property exposed to destruction by burning the honse 
which held the dead body belong to these profane drunk- 
ards and sabbath breakers. If not, weuld they have been 
held responsible for the damage done, “ica the building 
was set on fire by others: and did the fear of this compe! 
them to bury the body? This it appears was al] done ou 
the sabbath, on which day pious and religious men threat- 
en to set fire to a house, and endanger nuch property by 
the couflagration, in direct violation of the laws of their 
country. 

A word to the publishers of the Religious Intelligencer. 
Gentlemen, whatever may be the ignorance of your cor- 
respondent in relation to the general character of Univer- 
salists, you cannot be ignorant of the fact, that Universal- 
ists as a denomination are rapidly increasing in numbers, 
and that there are but few cities or towns of note in New 
England, in which, there is not a Universalist society. It 
must also be known to you that gentlemen, of respectabil- 
ity yzdof science, who stand high in the confidence of 
their fellow citizens, are members of those societies aud 
are zealous supporters of the doctrine of Universal Salva- 
tion. @ Why then, gentlemen, did you give publicity to an 
article which charges a numerous and respectable denom- 
ination of christiaus with being drunkards, and their faith 
the efiect of their vices. We would in charity believe. 
that the knowledge of M. 8. is very limited, approximua- 
ing vcry close to positive ignorance, both as to the doctrine 
of Universalism and the character of its professors, and 
that his mind was under the influence of blind fanaticism 
and bigotry : but gentlemen, we cannot excuse you, ou 
the ground of ignorance, Siiuated as you are in a wealthy 
and populous city, enjoying all the means of information, 
relative to the progress of the human mind in literature 
and religion, you cannot be ignorant, of the present state 
and prosperity of Universalism ; and surely if that doc- 
trine was embraced by none but the profane and intem- 
perate, or that those, who believed it, naturally ran into 
these vices, your own good sense would inform you, that 
so far from its receiving countenance, it would meet with 
the irewns of all enlightened men who regard the welfare 
of community and the prosperity of society. Havine 
given publicity to an article which must be condemned bv 
every reflecting mind as deficient in candour, in christian 
charity and trath, you will be considered by the public un- 
der obligation to bring forth proof of the truth of the story 
en whigh this serious charge of drumkenncss and profanity 
is predicated, We request you, then gentlemen ito give us 
the name of the place where this thing happened, and of 
the unfortunate being, who thus miserably perished ; and 
also, the tune when the affgir took place that we may satis- 
fy oursely es of its truth, We assure you gentlemen, that 
havuig seeu so many of these stories in the several ortho- 
dox papers, without names or date, we bezin to entertain 
the belief, that you, knowingly propagate stories which 
are not true, to influence the minds of men against a doc- 
trine which you are unwilling to meet with fair and can- 
didargument. To remove these (what you may call un- 
charitable feelings) we request you, if the story is true to 
place before us the proof, and m future when it is neces- 
sary to publish any thing of the kind, that you will accom. 
pany it with the names of persous and places, 

We have one query more to lay before you. Do you 
believe, zeutlemen, that the method pursued by you in the 
publication of these stories, and your charginz a whole de- 
nenination of Clijstians, with being guilty of those abom- 
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Inible vices is the best inethod that can be adonted to stop 
the progress of Universalism? Would not the scriptures 
furn sh you with proof and arriment sa‘fcient to over- 
throw the doctrine, if false, withont resorting to those 
creuinations, and absurd stories. Tf you coafine 
selves to the latter, aad neglect the fermer, will it not give 
people reason to say thet the divine word does not give 
you sippert, and you are, consequently, uncer the necess1- 
ty. of huutine n> these tales. and charges of wickedness to 
put dowa Universalsia 2 Whether such methods are eith- 
er nogorable, econsisteat with christian character, or 
wil! be proluctive of the ead desired we Jeave with you 
to determine.—Edslor. 
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COMMUNICATIONS. 
TOR 
CONSISTENCY. 
(Conti: 
tlaving clear ly ascerta ned that human creeds assert that 
@iris* is t this life, and that he 
wil b in the future, because 
they have not yietied to his terms, and thereby secured his 
. Oi the 
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ued from page 153.) 


he triend of all sinners 11 
the eternal enemy of some 
Bible, and see 


favor, lot ns exam‘ne the doctrme 


how well that agrees with thesystemsof men. Tf God be 
chau zeable, ties Christ mov. for ve 1s God's imate; but 
if ‘aod t wane sjess, thon Carist mist, ashe; God's rep- 
rescutative. “Poe proohet speak:ag tor (rod says, fan®the 


Lor! [chaaze not; Job speaking coneeriing him says, 
but he ts iu one mind, end who cana turo him? aad whi his 
eyen tiat he doeth, and Jam (declares. him 
to be wihont variableness, or shadow of turning. As 
Christ says to Ph lip, whosoever hath seen me, hath seen 
the Father; and as Paul repeatedly calls him the image 
of God,anJ once, the brightness of his glory, it necessarily 
follows that Christ is changeless, of one mind. from which 
he cannot be turn d: that be does all his sonl desires, that 
he is withont variableness, or shadow of turning. God 
beinz love in nature and actioa, and his tender mercies he- 
ing over each anlevery work of his hands frem eternity 
to eternity, our race will have as sincere and powerful a 
friend ‘n Christ in the coming state, as they have in the 
present. Bui this is not simply the doctrine of inference, 
for the Scriptare explicitly dee ares Jesus to be the same 
yesterday, and to day, and forever. and thereby precludes 
the possibility af his beng less desirous for the salvation 
of man inthe most distant ages of eternity, than he was 
when he tasted death for each on Calvary. ‘There are 
ral reasons why God and Christ are immutable, to 
which we have not yet attended. Did they change. no 
one could trast them, as he conld not of their 
frieudship foran hour. Did their kindness denend on the 
fidelity with which they were obeved, men world cease to 
confile in them, for being made subject to vanity, ure 
constantly exposed to folly and crime. Were Ae 

ble, the Seriptures would give no certain aceount of their 
nature,nor of their design concerning the children of men. 
and consequently would be no blessing. Were they not 
changeless, reason would be of no advantage, as if could 
lead to no satisfactory conclusion on any subject. We will 
now make some reflections on the piece from the Wateh- 
man. Eighteen himdred years fro the cruetfixion, in an 
age of light, Wberality and mquiry, three pretended minis- 
ters of the gospel have compared the Saviour of the world, 
him who came not to destroy men’s lives, but that they 
Wight have life, and that thev micht have it more abun- 
danily to the bloo ly and 


soul des:reth. 


seve 


be ceriain 


ta- 


mereress Tamerlane, the scourze 
of Gol; concluding they are actuated by similar motives, 
and that they will treat their enemies and friends ina Uke 
manner, by giving all their blessings to oue class, and all 
their curses to the other. If those Jews who imputed the 
wniracles of Christ tothe agency of the Devil committed 
blasphemy against God, what name shal! be given to that 


act, Which imputes each gospel call to the promptings of 
that nassion, which has paved earth with bones, and crim- 
soned it with blood? Cirrist having explicitly disavowed 
any participation in the feelings and designs of tyrants and 
conquerors. by saying, his kingdom was not of this world, 
and by reproving Peter for using his sword, and thereby 
reprobatmg those passions Whence spring wars and com- 
minations of vengeance ; the comparison is false in princi- 
ple, and degrading in tendency. 

If Christ call men with delight ia the idea of their re- 
demption. he will always cherish the same feelings, and 
strive to accomplish their release from sia and suffermg, as 
we have proved from Seripture and reason that his heart 
and purpose are unchangeable. ‘This part of the simili- 
tude not merely deprives Christ of the harmless character 
which h’s doctrine and life displayed, Lut effectually pre- 
venty any perseu from obeying hu im spirit and truth, as 
threatenines never excited love to any being, or produced 
joy in keepine his commandments. From this considera- 
(on we niderstand why aur opposers do not take delight 
iu r-ligion, and why they confess they need a lake of fire 
to. prevent their sipning. Did they know that religion 
consists in love to God ané man: in its exercise in each 
thought. word and deed; and that it is prefitable and 
pleasant in each cirenmstance, and through each season of 
lite, 1) would be their meat and drink to do the will of God, 
their highest aspiration to be religious. But considering a 
compliance with God's commands entirely unconnected 
with their happiness, and totally ruinous to their peace in 
this world, it is no wonder that they believe the christian’s 
vath is watered with floods of tears, and darkened with 
sorrow’s deepest midnight. Weshail disputeh this article 
by making a quotation from Scott. Alter stating the pre- 
sumption of man in attempting to force conviction by 
chains and penal fires, he truly delineates the doctrz 
the gospel in the following stanzas. 





1e of 


Our blessed Master’s law of love 
Does no such cruelties approve : 
Mild as himself, his doctrine wields 
No arms, but those persuasion yields. 
By proofs divine, and reasons strrong, 
It draws the willing soul along ; 
And conquests to his church requires, 
By eloquence, which heaveu inspires. 

The scripture by which the Watchman attempts te 
prove the endless misery of some, has no bearing on the 
point, and seems to be introduced only to embellish an 
opmion that it previously considered weil establiched, 
Had it said that those who are unbelievers in this world 
shall be endless sufferers in the next, the passage wonld 
have been to the purpose; but this it neither says nor in- 
timates. And the connexion clearly refutes this imagina- 
tion, as it informs us that Jesus commanded his disciples t« 
preach the gospel to every creature. Did he know every 
creature would not be saved, he could not send the gospel 
to each, for there would be none fora part; but as he di- 
irected his inesseagers to carry it to each and every creature, 
he enjoined them to announce the trath to and tor each 
‘creature, or he intended to mock their hopes, and sport 

with their salvation. But as we have discussed this sub- 
lject, we wii not examine it again. ‘Thomas was a con- 
| firmed unbeliever, and, according te the Watchman, saved 
j himself by believing ; but had not the truth of his salva- 
tion existed before he received it, of what imaginable uttl 
ity could belief have been? The Eleven were unbeliev- 
jers, and were upbraided by Christ tor their imeredality ; 
[int had there been no truth, no gospel for them, why were 
jihev reproved, or what could they have believed ? 
text simply imports that whosoever believes in the verity 
of Clirist’s mission, and consequently in the doctrines he 
tanght. and in his resurrection, eaters into rest, and. that 
those who do uot receive those truths are in condemnatiou 
and darkness already ; but it no more implies that they 
shall eternally remain in this state, than the declaration ct 
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Christ to his disciples, whither I go ye cannot come, proves | 


that they shall not be saved. As God is the Saviour of all 
men, aud of believers in a peculiar sense: and as he sent 
his Son to save the world, it is as necessary to admit that 
all will saved, as to grant, if God created all things, that 
he consequently created maa. 

In the last place let us consider the exhortation, with 
which the Watchman closes the piece. If all men have 
an interest in the Redeemer; if he suffered death for each 
man, and shall see of the travail of his soul and be satisfi- 
ed, the whole human family may be invited to come to 
Christ, and assured that they shall find rest ; but if part of 
our race have no interest in Jesus, it is mockery to invite 
them to come to him, as there is no method in the universe 
il which they can influence him in their favor, nor any 
Saviour given to men beside him ; hence their case is hope- 
less and helpless, and they must sink forever in ruin with- | 


out a pitying eye, or a protecting arm. It is therefore ne-| tle respect to their feelings in the choice of a 


eessary that a person should know whom he is calling when 
he is persuading men to take refuge in Christ, for unless 
ihey belong to him already, there is no refuge for them, 
as they cannot make or obtain one by going to him. The 
folly of urging people with tears to seek that which has no 
existence is palpably obvious in secular concerns, yet it is 
coustantly manifested in the article of religion, when min- 
isters inform sinners that they have no interest in the Re- 
deemer, aud conjure them by all the pains of the damned 
to seek one. ‘These preachers are not Christ's messengers, 
ior he never directed the gospel to be published to one soul 
in whose welfare he took no coucera; 2ll therefore have 
an interest in Christ, for he commanied his disciples to 
preach the gospel to every creature. But the expostula- 
iion inquires wity we do not take refuge in Christ while 
we'have an opportunity, and without delay. Notwith- 
standing these disciples of Calvin believe the elect will be 
saved, although they should misuse every opportunity God 
should give them, and that the reprobate would be lost, 
should they rightly employ each season and talent God 
should give them, yet they invite al) to take refuge in Je- 
cus, and persuade them to do it before it shall be everlast- 
ing!v too late. The truth is, the non-elect have no oppor- 
tunity; they have no Saviour; they have no friend in 
Goud, and those who manifest deep anxiety for their salva- 
tion, prove by this very solicitude, that they are not che 
messengers of lieaven, for God never emploved an agent 
to counteract his own purpose. According to this partial 
system, the ciect need no « xbortation, and can receive no 
benefit from it, unul the omnipotence of God shall change 
their souls, and give them a disposition to hear and chey 
the injunctions of the gospel. Hence this eutreaty is total- 
iv inetficient on either class, und entirely unneeded, on Cal- 
vinistic prieiples, as you might as well attempt to rend the 
etm from the ecliptic, as to save one of the non-elect, or to 
ndvantage one of the other class until he is revenerated, 
wheu the exhortation becomes unnecessary, as the soul is 
then sheltered in Christ. 
POLYCARP. 
== 
FOR THE INQUIRER. 

“Can ye not discern the signs of the times ?°—Curist. 

Mr. Enrror.—The artifice and intrigue of the enemies 
of Universalism, are menifested on a variety of oceasions. 
Now, as the Universalists value the cause of truth, and de- 
sire to promote its prosperity, it Is pecessary that they act 
with a serupulous regard to the welfare of the genera] 
boly, and carefully guard against every infraction of their 
religious privileges. 

Since the enemies of Universalism have found it incom- 
patible with the safety of their cause to contend on fair 
and equal ground against the Universalists, they have 
foun! it convenient to employ no meonsiderabie share of 
artifice and intrigue, ia order io check the rapid progress, 


and retard the growing influence and importance of the!s 











doctrine of impartial salvation. Their object, evidently 
is, to impair the respeetability of our cause. 

Among the numerous occasions on which they employ 
these aris with more or less suecess, we may select that of 
Mourning. When the feelings of tenderness are power- 
fully excited by the.loss of a fr vend, say, of a beloved child, 


‘on wirom parental fondness doated with the most pleasing 


anticipatious—and these feelings, accompanied with an 
unsuspecting generosity, arising trom the liberahty of their 
religious views, they are assailed by tuese crafty enem:es 
of their faith, who profess a desire to serve them in the 
hour of afiliction, and with all apparent kindness. propose 
making the necessary arrangements for the last solemn rites, 
In ordei the better to carry their point, they protoss an in- 
difference as to the person who shall perform the inneral 
solemnities ; but, as ‘the friends of the deceased are numer- 
Ou, and wish to attend, it would be well to have some lit- 
minister, 
They express a confidence tn the hberality of the princi pal 
mourners, and at the same time. mention some favorite min- 
ister; say a Baplist—Or ita Methodist, Presbyterian, Con- 
grecationalist, or Quaker were to be invited to officiate, the 
friends and connexions would be gratified by atten! ng. 
You see from this, that any thing but an wav ersali st, will be 
quite acceptable to these ‘crafty speculators. Now what is 
the bearing anu influence of ‘this speculation, provided it 
proves successful in producing an acquiesence on the part 
of those mourners who are Universalists? We answer; 
without the least hesitancy, for we know it to be the fact, 

that it affords the enemies of Universalism a pretext for 
saying what they frequently have said, and still say; name- 
ly—that * when the Universalists are in trouble; when 
death stares them in the face, and they are called to fol- 
low a near and dear friend to the grave, they seldom call 
on a minister of their own order, but turn their wishful 
eyes toa Baptist, Methodisi, &c, and seem to say, help us 
by your prayers, strengthen us by your admonition and in- 
struction, and comfort us by your farth and your hope ; for 
ours has failed us in the tryng hour!’ Although this 
kind of religious gossiping may be quite effective with tim- 
orous minds, who are in a great degree unacquainted with 
the world, and unlearned in the scriptures ; yet the effect 
is not confined to this class, but extends with an influence 
upon the public mind, sudi nore dangerous tu the 
ity and growth of the truth. Jt impedes the 
rational and liberal christianity, and lessens the respecta- 
bility of our faith and order, by neglecting the ministers 
of our own denomination, and confermg that respect and 
attention which are due to them, on the professed enemies 
of our sentiments? What influence must this course pro- 
duce upon those who are halting between two opinions, 
and are almost ready to deciare in favor of the liberal carse ? 


j Tos pt re 


What effect will it be likely to have upon the minds of 


our youth, who look up to the elder brethren for au exam- 
ple? Pause, Brethren, and ask yourselves—W ou'd your 
religious opposers suffer you, in exchange of circumstances, 
thus to interfere? Would they accept the services of an 
Universalist Minister at the funeral of a member of their 
own families, for the sake of gratifying a few friends, wheu 
a minister of their own faith was at hand, and could easily 
he obtained? Are you actine as iriends to the truth you 
profess, while you suffer yourselves thus to be duped, at the 
expense of the faith you have embraced? Brethren, weigh 
this subject sertously, and give not the enemies of your re- 
ligion occasion to triumph, 


In closing. we beg leave to remind those officions Gen- 
tlemen anid Ladies, that a repetition of the above noticed 
couduct, will bring their names before the public. 

REFLECTOR. 
b ned 


FOR THE INQUIRER. 
Mr. Eprror,—lI have had an opportunity of perusing 


everal numbers of the Gospel Palladium, published ia 
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Warren, (R.1.) Twas much surprised to find such a style 
of composition aud argument, as the Palladium contains. 
Not wishing to weary your patieuce by noticing the gram- 
matical and other errors, with which it abouuds, { shall on- 
ly ask your attention to the following very singular para- 
graph toand in the editorial revaarks of No. 5. 

In speaking of the liability of the mind to be led into 
error, and that instability is often attendant on the most 
superior talents, he says,“We are not alarmed, therefore, 
when we see truth perverted and error, for a while, playing 
her triumphs. 

For though it may, for a little season, obscure the hori- 
zon of truth and darken the understanding of the unsus- 
picious, a hope is indulged that it will ere long sink to min- 
gle with it native blackness leaving its tossed and afflicted 
slave no longer to grope in micuight darkness, and unveil- 
ing to his enraptured vision the luminous reflections of thre 
Sun of Righteousness.” 

Why, Mr. Fititor, there should be this sudden and unex- 
pected break in the gentleman's remarks, | am not able to 
say, it is generally understood that a paragraph is a dis- 
tinct part of a subject, not dependant ou any thing, being 
complete of itself, but that this, wluch would seem to de- 
sote a distinct part, caunot be understood, or be complete 
without bemg connected with the preceding seutence, must 
be mauifest to every reader, for whe, without this connec- 
tion, would know what was the subject of this paragraph. 
"Therefore to avoid a diifculty which must appear to the 
reader, [ have quoted the preceding sentence in connection. 
Perhaps the reader may be a little particular te know why 
the author of this extract should first personate error as in 
the feminine, aad then as in the neuter gender, in regard to 
this the readers curiosity must remain unsatisfied, unless 
the editor of the Palladium will consent to gratify him. 

You will perceive that the provoun “it,” which is the 
nominative to “mey obscure,” refers to error for its antece- 
dent, so that it is error which obscures the horizon of truth, 
and darkens the understanding of the unsuspicious. But, 
a hope is indulged, says the editor, that i/ (i, e. errer) will 
ere long sink to mingle with its native blackness leaving 
its tossed and aiflicted slave, G.e, the slave of error) no 
longer to grope in midnight darkness. To us, the above 
sentence conveys the tollowing, as the true meaning of its 
author. Kyrror willsink to mingle with its native black- 
ness, no Jonerr leaving its tossed and afflicted clave to grape 
in midnight darkness, by which it seems that error obscures 
the horizon of truth, aad darkens the understanding of the 
unsuspicious, fora season, but will, of ise/f, enlighten the 
horizon of truth, and relieve the tossed and afflicted slave 
from groping In midnight darkness. Furthermore he Says, 
(speaking of errer sinking and mingling with its native 
blackness, leaving its slave Xc.) and unveiling to his (i.e. 
the slave's) enrzptured vision, the luminous reflections of 
the Sun of Righicousness. Thus itis, that error, instead 
of vesling aud beuightiug the mind of man, will, after a 
time, unveil and present te his vision the luminous Sun of 
Righteousness. If then, we have aright conception of 
the argument laid down in the above extract, it is expect- 
ed by the auther that errer will yet do some noble and 
profitable work. 

From this view of the subject itappears that when er- 
vor is playing her triumphis she inay, fur a liitle season, ob- 
secure the borizon of truth, and darken the understanding 
of the unsuspicious, leaving her slave, tossed and afflicted. 
to grope inthe midnight darkness, and veiling from its vis- 
ton the luminious reflections of the “an of Righteousness ; 
Hut when the liitie sexsou of her triumph is passed, she 
wil sink down troin her triumphant state to mingle with 
her native blackness ; when she wiil illuminate the hori- 
zon of truth, enlighten the understanding of the unsNspi- 
cHows, relieve hey former troubled aud distressed slave from 
the darkness into which she had first led him, and unveil, 
So his enraptured y ision, these luminous and transporting 


—— 


reflections of the Sun of Righteousness which her forteiad 
triumph had bidden from his sight. How necessary it ig 
then that error should be cherished, and her faculties kept 
in union and if by any means her native strength Inay have 
been weakened, care should be exereised that she may be 
restored to her native purity and power. What will be 
the ultimate effects, when error shall have unveiled the lue 
minous reflections of the San of Righteousness, we know 
not, as the editor has veiled this part of the matter so com. 
pletely from our vision as to leave us entirely in the dark ; 
tor he has ended his paragraph without giving us the least 
intimation of what will then take piace, on which point, 
we think he should have been explicit; for if error cay 
do sueh great things as to unveil to the benighted mind, 
such important aud luminous reflections, it must be of con- 
sequence to know what it will afterwards de. However 
it is possible that we may have th.s part of the subject laid 
opeu to eur view in seme future number, 
C. B.H, 
[= 
FOR THE INQ@QVINER, 
THE MORALITY OF THE GOSPEL; OR 
THE IMMORAL TENDENCY OF CALVINISM, 
NO. 45. 


We proposed to notice the peculiar virtues of the Cal- 
vinistic system. Strictly speaking however, there are ne 
virtues peculiar to Calvinism or which are inculeated by 
that system ; but we use the term as signifying the duties 
or services Which according to that faith are necessary to 
be observed, or performed, It is generally considered that 
religion aids the cause of morality, by adding its sanctions, 
and this 1s undoubtedly the case, where the duties enjoin- 
ed by religion comprise the primary duties of morality ; 
but where the injunetions of religion do not apply to any 
moral obligation but are confined to mere formularies and 
ceremonies, Which are indifferent, or perhaps opposed to 
the good of mankind, instead of aiding morality it is a se- 
rious Mijury to it. 


Every person must have some standard of right, or rule 
of action in his own mind. ‘his must depend in part upe 
on natural principles, and partly upon education, or those 
various influences which contrivute to form the sentiments, 
opinions and character of individuals. Among these influ- 
ences, that of religion is the most important in itself, and 
also forms in reneral the most essential part of education, 
Hence we find the character of mankind so different among 
different nations. HEducation and religion, or what is cal- 
led religion, but what ts in fact superstition, are perhaps 
the only causes, which are capable of creating arf: ficwl 
distinctions ef right and wrong and of obliterating the force 
of natural morality. As itis true that every person will 
have some standard right, or rule of action, so it is equally 
clear that no person can have but one ; the same individu- 
al cannot be under the influence of more than one system 
of morality at the same time. ‘This is impossible, because 
one would merge or destroy the other. No one who re- 
cards the inviolability of his fellow creatures and feels the 
full force of that command “thou shalt not kill,” can be- 
lieve that it is lawful to put heretics to death, as thousands 
have done. Those who have considered that they were 
discharzing their own duty and rendering an essential ser- 
vice to their Maker, by persecuting his creatures on ac- 
count of their supposed religious errors, cannot have cor- 
rect notions of the equal rights of mankind, or be under 
the influence of any principle of equity or justice. As we 
attempted to show in cur last number, there is, and can be, 
from the nature of things, but one system of moral obli- 
sation and that is natural morality enlightened and im- 
proved by revelation. Every system therefore which dif- 
fers from this, whether tl is the product of mistaken educa 
tion or false religion, inasmuch as the difference is, must be 
erroneous ; and not only so, but as no person can be under 





the influcuce of but one svstem of moral obligation at the 
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same time, so far as the difference exists, it must supercede 

and destroy the true system. From all which, it is clear 
that whilst on the one hand, the sanctions of religion add 
to the strength and force of virtue, when its morals are 
founded on the same basis with natural morality; on the 
other, when built on an artificial and false foundation, it 
tends to weaken and overturn the true system and to 
pervert and confound all moral distinctions and obliga- 
lions. 


In every system of morality, there must be a gradation 
of prince iples, or certain acts and duties which are of the 
highest obligation, from whence you decend ina regular 
ehain to those of the lowest, and from them to those which 
are indifferent where obligation ceases. ‘This concatena- 
tion of principles cannot be broken without deranging the 
system, so that if an act which is only of subordinate obli- 
gation, is exalted to, or above those of the first rank, it 
iust greatly weaken the force of the latter. Lf a person 
considers the observance of the forms and ceremonies of 
religion as of more importance than justice and mercy the 
binding force of the latter must be greatly impaired. ‘This 
idea cannot be more fully er beautifully Ulustrated than it 
iz by Christ. He repeatedly condemns the Scribes and 
Pharisees and denounces them as hypocrites because they 
were so scrupulous in obserying the formzef the law and 
rites of religion, whilst they neglected justice, judgment 
and mercy. They were exact to pay tythes and to say 
prayers, whilst they oppressed the poor and devoured wid- 
ow’s houses ; they took the highest seats in the synagogue, 
and said to others “stand off for we art holier than thou.” 
‘Theirs was a religion of forms and ceremonies founded on a 
tradition and the inventions of priests, and comprised none 
of the moral duties. This religion Christ condemned, and 
why did he doit? Was it because the rites and ceremo- 
nies they observed were not of the mght kind, and that 
their religious services were not acceptable te God? He 
does not give this as a reason; he does not say woe unto 
ye pharisees, because you have perverted the forms of re- 
ligion, and rendered your worship unacceptable to God ; 
he does not condemn their forms and ceremonies as an evil 
in themselves : neither does he in any instance condemn 
the pharisees of his day, for an erroneous faith, But he 
vondemns them because their observances, their long pray- 
ers, their traditions and superstitious had destroyed the 
moras law, had superceded or obliterated the force of all 
moral obligation, and led to a disregard of the social du- 
ties. flecails them hypocrites and impostors, in claiming 
to be hetter than their neighbours merely because they ob- 
served the forms of religion, and denounces vengeance up- 
ou them because by their superstitions they had destroyed 
common honesty, aud driven justice and mercy from the 
land. They were condemned because their religion in- 
stead of confirming and sanctioning natural morolity and 
thereby promoting the peace and happiness of mankind, 
had superceded and destroyed it. 


But it is time to attend to the leading virtues or duties 
enforced by Calvinism. What are these duties? Surely 
there cannot be areligion without yutuwe—one which en- 
joins no moral duties? The duties which every religion 
enjoins must be those which comprise the means of salva- 
tion and are necessary thereto; or those which although 
not indispensible to salvation, are necess: iry tothe happiness 
and well being of this life. Calvinists can have no duties of 
the first class because they do not believe salvation as be- 
ing of works, but of grace e alone; im fine they consider it 
as the resnit of election and of an immutable decree. It 
is true that they consider conversion nec essary to salvation, 
but this must be in conform: ty to the decree of election, 
and if that ts set aside they donot regard the observance 
ef the moral duties as we have already seen, as contribu- 


tux to achange of heart, but onthe contrary deem them 


an obstacle. According to Calvinism therefore future 


happiness does not in the least degree dene nd upon the 
mivral conduct ef mankind. The sibio tly marol men hae 





no better chance of future happiness than the grossly un- 
moral, because both may be condemned and neither on ac- 
count of his own demerits, but in consequence of the ori- 
ginal depravity of his nature. A Calvinist therefore can- 
not be said to believe in future rewards and punishments 
as aconsequence of the deeds done in this fe. Wiiat in- 
fatuation that persons entertainiug such sentiments shonld 
talk about the danger to morals from the prevalence of the 
doctrine of the ultim: ite happiness of all created beimgs * 
But although Calvinism affords no aid to morals by regard- 
ing them as sthe meaus of future reward, yet perhaps it 
may by urging their influence on the peace and happiness 
of mankind here. Far otherwise: this system does not 
attempt to repress evil, by representing its pernicious ef- 
fects on its authors. It is wiser than the oracles of God 
which inform us that the “* wages of sin are death,” that 
“there is no peace to the wicked,” that they are like a 
troubled sea that casteth up mire and dirt. Sin and mise- 
ry are frequently spoken of im scripture in this connect: nly 
the one, as the cause and the other as the efiect. Such is 
the language of scripture, but the language of orthodoxy 
is, that the wages of sin are pleasure ; its gravest teachers 
are constantly ‘speaking of the pleasures of sin, and on the 
other hand of the privations and hardness of the christians 
life. His is considered as a life of crosses and sullering ; 
and it is claimed that he is to be rewarded in another 
world for his sufferings in this. Andone reason why the 
sinner is to be punished hereafter is, that he has enjoyed 
so much happiness in this life, and this it is said shows the 
justice of God, for as the sinner has had so much more en- 
joyment in this world than the saint, it is proper that he 
should suffer and the saint be rendered happy in the next, 
otherwise the sinner would have the advantage of the 
saint. Thisis used asa powerful argument ia support 
of future rewards and punishments for it is said that God 
would not be just if he suffered the wicked to have the 
advantage of the righteous. 

According to Calvinism, therefore, virtue and morelity 
are not only an obstacle to salvation, but to enjoyment in 
this life. Can it be said therefore that this system of the- 
ology, affords a sanction to morality, or that the duties it 
enjoins are founded on the same basis as natural morality 
and the morality of christianity which as we have endeay- 
oured to shew are one and the same system. 

If the duties enjoined by the Calvinistic faith are not 
base] upon moral principle, but like the religion of the 
pharisees consists of the observance of forms and ceremo- 
nies which are indifferent in themselves, and of no impor- 
tance as it respects the interest and happiness of mankind, 
this religion according to the principle we have already 
noticed must greatly injure the cause of moralitv. No re- 
ligion ean be indifferent in its influence on morals ; if it 
does not strengthen and confine them, it must weaken and 
impair them. [i an attention to the forms and rites of re- 
ligion are magnified info the most important duties of 
man, and those on which his eternal welfare depends, will 
not his sense of moral rectitude be greatly impaired ? Will 
he not like the pharisees of old, in his se rupulous attention 
to paying tythes of mint, rue and eummin, neglect justice 
judgment and mercy, and instead of staying the hand of 
oppression hecome himself an oppressor ? 


_ RE LIGIOUS INQUI RER. 
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The Westera Association of 1! 
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